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have herself with her doctrine of non-violence, if she achieves her
freedom through it, and for all her bitter experience of being a
victim to exploitation.

The objection about my talking in terms of revolution is
largely answered by what I have already said about nationalism.
But my movement is conditioned by one great and disturbing fac-
tor. You might of course say that there can be no non-violent
rebellion and there has been none known to history. Well, it is
my ambition to provide an instance, and it is my dream that my
country may win its freedom through non-violence. And, I would
like to repeat to the whole world times without number that I
will not purchase my country's freedom at the cost of non-vio-
lence. My marriage with non-violence is such an absolute thing
that I would rather commit suicide than be deflected from my
position. I have not mentioned truth in this connection, simply
because truth cannot be expressed except by non-violence. So,
if you accept the conception, my position is sound. . . .

You may be justified in saying that I must go more warily,
but, if you attack the fundamentals, you have to convince me.
And I must tell you that the boycott may have nothing to do
with nationalism even. It may be a question of pure reform, as
without being intensely nationalistic, we can refuse to purchase
your cloth and make our own. A reformer cannot always afford
to wait. If he does not put into force his belief he is no reform-
er. Either he is too hasty or too afraid or too lazy. Who is to
advise him or provide him with a barometer? You can only guide
yourself with a disciplined conscience, and then run all risks
with the protecting armour of truth and non-violence. A reform-
er could not do otherwise.

Q, Would not India wait some time before she launched on the diffi-
cult task of self-government? If we send out our soldiers, we have to be
responsible for their lives, and so may it not be that the sooner you get
an Indian army the better? The Muslim community said last year in a united
voice that they did not want responsibility at the centre How are we to judge?

A. The long and the short of it is that you will not trust us.
Well, give us the liberty to make mistakes. If we cannot handle
our affairs today, who is to say when we will be able to do so?
I do not want you to determine the pace. Consciously or uncon-
sciously you adopt the role of divinity. I ask you for a moment
to come down from that pedestal. Trust us to ourselves. I cannot
imagine anything worse happening than is happening today, a
whole humanity lying prostrate at the feet of a small nation.